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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to an original application filed 10/21/2003 with a 
priority date of 10/21/2003. 

2. Claims 1-18 are currently pending. Claims 1, 9, and 14 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. ip3(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hoag (U.S. Patent No. 6,313,848 filed 01/06/1999, issued 1 1/06/2001) In view of Gibb 
et al, (hereinafter Gibb, U.S. Patent No. 6,225,996 filed 02/20/1998, issued 05/01/2001). 

In regard to Independent Claim 1 (and similarly Independent Claims 9, and 
14), Hoag teaches displaying a portion of said table in a viewable area of said window 
(see Figs. 5-6 depict a viewable portion of a table in a window). 

Hoag also teaches that for at least one row of said table, displaying infomiation 
from one or more columns outside said viewable area in a hovering row (Figs. 5-6 
depict Columns numbered 7-12 which were outside the viewable area now visible below 
the portion of the table (Cols. 1-6) that were previously visible). It is noted that the table 
configuration depicted in Figs. 5-6 of Hoag do not explicitly teach hovering rows, as 
claimed. However, Gibb teaches a hovering row in a prior art depiction of a table where 
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columns labeled G-J are overlaying columns labeled E-H. Columns l-J were off screen 
and not visible previously (Fig. 7). 

Also, Gibb teaches in the present invention the ability to view row data that would 
normally be off the screen (Fig. 8 depicts rows 324-329, where a value of Row A327 is 
displayed in a viewable area of the screen). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Hoaa and 
Gibb as both inventions relate to the display of tables an^l also the display of off-screen 
information in a visible area. Adding the teaching of Gibb provides the benefit of 
observing the results of certain operations without scrolling to those areas, which are off 
the screen. 

In regard to dependent Claim 2, Hoag teaches that said hovering row is 
displayed below said displayed row (Figs. 5-6; Columns labeled 7-12 are depicted as 
being placed below Columns labeled 7-12; Rows 1-10 below same rows numbered 1- 
10). However, Hoag does not teach a hovering row. However, Gibb teaches a hovering 
row (Fig. 7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Hoaa and Gibb as both inventions relate to the 
display of tables and also the display of off-screen information. in a visible area. Adding 
the teaching of Gibb provides the benefit of observing the results of certain operations 
without scrolling to those areas, which are off the screen. 

In regard to dependent Claim 3, Hoag teaches displaying column headers 
above said hovering row (Figs. 5-6; Column headers numbered 7-12 (e.g., Time Stamp, 
Composite: Relation) above Columns 7-12). However, Hoag does not teach a hovering 
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row. However, Gibb teaches a hovering row (Fig. 7). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Hoag and 
Gibb as both inventions relate to the display of tables and also the display of off-screen 
information in a visible area. Adding the teaching of Gibb provides the benefit of 
observing the results of certain operations without scrolling to those areas, which are off 
the screen. 

In regard to dependent Claim 4 (and similarly dependent Claims 10, and 
15), Hoag fails to teach that said hovering row is dynamically displayed or not displayed, 
in response to a user input. However, Gibb teaches such a limitation (Col. 2, lines 51- 
64; user selects a cell for display regardless of whether it is on or off screen). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine 
the teachings of Hoag and Gibb as both inventions relate to the display of tables and 
also the display of off-screen information in a visible area. Adding the teaching of Gibb 
provides the benefit of observing the results of certain operations without scrolling to 
those areas, which are off the screen. 
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In regard to dependent Claim 5 (and similarly dependent Claims 12, and 
17), Hoaq fails to teach that said user input comprises moving a mouse pointer over an 
icon associated with said displayed row. However, Gibb teaches such a limitation (Col. 
2, lines 51-64; suggests a plurality of means of user inputs are possible including 
selecting an icon with a mouse pointer). It is further noted that selecting icons or buttons 
to invoke actions in a spreadsheet is well known (i.e., toolbar icons in MS Excel). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
combine the teachings of Hoag and Gibb as both inventions relate to the display of 
tables and also the display of off-screen infomiation in a visible area. Adding the 
teaching of Gibb provides the benefit of observing the results of certain operations 
without scrolling to those areas, which are off the screen. 

In regard to dependent Claims 6-7 (and similarly dependent Claims 1 1 , and 
16), Hoaq fails to teach that tlie static display of said tiovering row is toggled (de- 
selected) in response to a user input. However, Gibb teaches that a particular cell is 
selected for display in the display field. The manner of selecting a cell depends upon the 
type of software application, but may be as simple as dragging the cell to the area of the 
screen containing the display field, or invoking a command from a menu or from the 
keyboard (suggests a plurality of means of toggling). Gibb continues by teaching that 
once a cell has been selected, the contents of the cell are displayed, regardless of 
whether the cell is currently displayed in an on-screen window. If the user scrolls the on- 
screen window so that the cell is no longer visible, the display field nevertheless 
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continues to display tlie cell contents (suggests that the display is static in that it is 
visible until such time that another cell is selected). If the contents of the cell change, 
the display field is updated accordingly, to reflect the change. In this manner, the user is 
able to view the effects on the selected cell of any changes he or she makes to other 
areas of the document (Col. 2, lines 51-64). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Hoag and 
Gibb as both inventions relate to the display of tables and also the display of off-screen 
information in a visible area. Adding the teaching of Gibb provides the benefit of 
observing the results of certain operations without scrolling to those areas, which are off 
the screen. 

In regard to dependent Claim 8 (and similarly dependent Claims 13, and 
18), Hoag teaches that said hovering row is displayed only if all columns outside said 
viewable area can be displayed in said hovering row in that pane 51 1 displays the first 
table segment, comprising the first group of columns in sequence that will fit in the width 
of workspace 340. Pane 512 displays the second table segment, comprising the 
remaining columns in sequence that will fit in the width of workspace 340. Each pane 
has a height determined by dividing the height of workspace 340 by the number of table 
segments. The number of panes and dividing lines depends upon the number of 
columns, the width of each column, and the width of the available space (Col. 4, lines 
54-62). This would have suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention that only a set number of columns will be wrapped to the lie below the first set 
of columns, thus not allowing columns that wouldn't be visible to be displayed unless 
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they were first wrapped to succeeding rows. Again, Hoag does not explicitly teach that 
the rows are hovering. However, Gibb teaches a hovering row in a prior art depiction of 
a table where columns labeled G-J are overlaying columns labeled E-H. Columns l-J 
were off screen and not visible previously (Fig. 7). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Hoaq and 
Gibb as both inventions relate to the display of tables and also the display of off-screen 
information in a visible area. Adding the teaching of Gibb provides the benefit of 
observing the results of certain operations without scrolling to those areas, which are off 
the screen. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H. Blackwell whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 4089. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Heather R. Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
infonnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

James H. Blackwell 
04/07/2006 

WILUAMMHORi 
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